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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statements (IDS) submitted on 04/16/2004 & 
03/23/2007 are in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the 
information disclosure statements are being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention 

3. Claims 7, 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 

as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 7, b. recites the limitation "the user interface " page 17, line 4. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Insofar as best understood, the claims are rejected over prior art as follows. For 
the sake of applying the closest prior art below, the limitation "the user interface" is 
being interpreted as meaning "a user interface". If the applicant agrees with this 
interpretation they are invited to amend the claims to positively recite, "a user interface" 
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or if the applicant disagrees, the applicant should present an alternate interpretation 
with clear arguments. 

6. Claim 14, a. recites the limitation "the same network banners" page 17, line 28. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Insofar as best understood, the claims are rejected over prior art as follows. For 
the sake of applying the closest prior art below, the limitation "the same network 
banners" is being interpreted as meaning "a same network banners". If the applicant 
agrees with this interpretation they are invited to amend the claims to positively recite, 
"a same network banners" or if the applicant disagrees, the applicant should present an 
alternate interpretation with clear arguments. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Claims 1, 3-9, 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Schiff et al. (Schiff) US PG Pub. No. 2003/0158777. 
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10. Regarding Claim 1 , Schiff discloses a process comprising: 

a. providing via the internet (see e.g. U0024, page 2, lines 1-2 & Fig. 1A, WWW) 
to a computer an internet based publication (see e.g. Fig. 2B) in which is embedded a 
distinct network banner (see e.g. U0025, page 2, lines 1-4) which comprises a user 
interface (see e.g. 1J0076, page 4, lines 10-16) and executable coding enabling user 
data input and output (see e.g. 1J0044, page 2, lines 1-3 & page 3, lines 1-6); 

b. said network banner (see e.g. 1J0025, page 2, lines 1-4) communicating via the 
internet (see e.g. 1J0024, page 2, lines 1-2 & Fig. 1A, WWW) with a synchronization 
server capable of receiving and sending data to multiple users who have such a 
network banner (see e.g. 1J0037, page 2, lines 1-4); and 

c. said synchronization server (see e.g. 1J0025, page 2, lines 1-4) communicating 
via the internet (see e.g. 1J0024, page 2, lines 1-2 & Fig. 1A, WWW) with the same 
executable coding provided to a second, distinct computer (see e.g. Fig. 1A., U1-Un). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 3, Schiff discloses, the network banner is coded in Flash (see 
e.g. H0151 , page 10, lines 1-7). 

12. Regarding Claim 4, Schiff discloses, said synchronization server providing data 
provided by the first network banner to a network banner on a third, distinct computer 
(see e.g. 1J0038-1J0041 . P a ge 2). 
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13. Regarding Claim 5, Schiff discloses, each network banner is assigned a unique 
identification by the synchronization serve (see e.g. U0083, page 4, lines 1-3 & 1J0087, 
page 5, lines 1-4). 

14. Regarding Claim 6, Schiff discloses, an additional step of the synchronization 
matching computers on which the network banners have been loaded (see e.g. 1J0093, 
page 5, lines 11-15). 

15. Regarding Claim 7, Schiff discloses, a network banner residing within a web 
page (see e.g. Fig. 2B) comprising: 

a. a banner user interface embedded in, but distinct from the web page user 
interface (see e.g. Fig. 2B); and 

b. the user interface (see e.g. H0076, page 4, lines 10-16) containing executable 
software which enables the user to send and receive data from a synchronization server 
(see e.g. 1J0044, page 2, lines 1-3 & page 3, lines 1-6). 

16. Regarding Claim 8, Schiff discloses, the network banner is coded in Flash (see 
e.g. 1J0151, page 10, lines 1-7). 

17. Regarding Claim 9, Schiff discloses, the network banner is embedded within a 
distributed application (see e.g. 1J0126, page 8, lines 1-4). 
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1 8. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Schiff discloses, the network banner is assigned a unique 
identification by the synchronization serve (see e.g. 1J0083, page 4, lines 1-3 & 1J0087, 
page 5, lines 1-4). 

19. Regarding Claim 12, Schiff discloses, a network banner matched with another 
network banner by the synchronization server (see e.g. U0093, page 5, lines 11-15). 

20. Regarding Claim 13, Schiff discloses, a second network banner embedded in 
another web page capable of sending and receiving data from the synchronization 
server (see e.g. 1j0038-1J0041 ■ page 2 & 1J0079, pager 4, lines 3-5, multiple providers 
have multiple servers thus multiple banners on multiple web pages). 

21. Regarding Claim 14, Schiff discloses: 

a. the same network banners (see e.g. 1J0025, page 2, lines 1-4) loaded onto 
two or more different computers (see e.g. Fig. 1A., U1-Un) which computers are 
connected to the internet (see e.g. 1J0024, page 2, lines 1-2 & Fig. 1A, WWW) wherein 
the network banners (see e.g. H0025, page 2, lines 1-4) are embedded within, but 
distinct from web pages (see e.g. Fig. 2B) distinct from the banners; and 

b. a synchronization server (see e.g. 1J0071, page 4, lines 1-3 & Fig. 1B, RMCS) 
connected to the internet (see e.g. 1J0024, page 2, lines 1-2 & Fig. 1A, WWW) capable 
of sending and receiving date from the network banners (see e.g. 1J0025, page 2, lines 
1-4). 
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22. Regarding Claim 15, Schiff discloses, each network banner is assigned a unique 
identification (see e.g. 1J0083, page 4, lines 1-3 & 1J0087, page 5, lines 1-4). 

23. Regarding Claim 16, Schiff discloses, the data among the network banners is 
synchronized by the synchronization server (see e.g. H0037-1J0041, page 2). 

24. Regarding Claim 17, Schiff discloses, the network banners are encoded in Flash 
(see e.g. 1J0151, page 10, lines 1-7). 

25. Regarding Claim 18, Schiff discloses, data entered through a network banner on 
one computer is transmitted via the synchronization server to a second network banner 
on a second computer (see e.g. U0037-1J0041 , page 2). 

26. Regarding Claim 19, Schiff discloses, therein are multiple synchronization 
servers (see e.g. 1J0079, page 4, lines 3-5, multiple providers each having its own 
server). 

27. Regarding Claim 20, Schiff discloses, three or more network banners are 
matched together by the synchronization server. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

28. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 USPQ 459 

(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

29. Claims 2, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schiff et al. (Schiff) in view of Blair Et al. (Blair) US PG Pub. No. 2001/0049721 as 
applied to Claims 1, 7 above. 

30. Regarding Claim 2 Schiff discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
However, Schiff does not explicitly teach: synchronization server is configured to 
maintain multiple persistent connections. 

31 . In the same field of endeavor, Blair teaches fl|001 1 , Page 1 & H0057, page 3, 
server providing multiple persistent connections). 
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32. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at the 
time the applicant's invention was made to combine Blair's teachings as discussed 
above with the teachings of Schiff, for the purpose of (see Blair, 1J0010). Schiff provides 
motivation to do so, by providing individual communication methods and systems for 
permitting off-line as well as on-line communication between surfers, using their web 
browsers, without the need to employ additional systems, such as e-mail applications 
(see Schiff, 1J0010, lines 1-5). 

33. Regarding Claim 10 Schiff discloses the invention substantially as claimed. 
However, Schiff does not explicitly teach: a multi-player game. 

34. In the same field of endeavor, Blair teaches (see e.g. U01 39, page 10, lines 5-13 
multi player game). 

35. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the networking art at the 
time the applicant's invention was made to combine Blair's teachings as discussed 
above with the teachings of Schiff, for the purpose of (see Blair, H0010). Schiff provides 
motivation to do so, by providing individual communication methods and systems for 
permitting off-line as well as on-line communication between surfers, using their web 
browsers, without the need to employ additional systems, such as e-mail applications 
(see Schiff, fl0010, lines 1-5). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Please refer to form PTO-892 (Notice of Reference Cited) for a list of 
relevant prior art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saeed S. Mirzadegan whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3044. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Vaughn can be reached on 571-272-3922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



ssm 




